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with those of Western Europe, for our program answers the question regarding a bourgeois-democratic agirarian reformation, whereas in the western countries no such question exists.
The same applies to the national question. In most Western countries- it (has been settled long ago. It is ridiculous to seek in the programs of Western Europe for an answer to non-existent questions. Rosa Luxemburg hasi lost sight of the most important thing here, viz., the difference between countries where the bourgeois-democratic reformation has long been completed and those where it has not yet been completed.
This 'difference is the crux of the matter. Her complete disregard of this difference transforms Rosa Luxemburg's exceedingly long 'article into a collection of empty, meaningless platitudes.
In Western, continental Europe, the epoch of the boiir-geois-diemocratic revolutions embraces ai fairly definite period, approximately from 1789 to 1871. This was precisely the period of national movements and the creation of national states. When this period drew to a close Western Europe had been transformed into a settled system of bourgeois states, which, as a general rule, were natiooaal uniform states. Therefore, to 'seek the right of self-determination in the programs of present-day West-European Socialists is to betray one's ignorance of the ABC of Marxism.
In Eastern Europe and in Asia the period! of bourgeois-democratic revolutions only began in 1905. The revolutions in Russia, Persia, Turkey and China, the wairs in the Balkans, such is the chain erf world events of our period in our "Orient." And only the blind can fail to see in this chain of events the awakening of a whole series of .bourgeois-democratic national movements, striving to create nationally
ent and nationally uniform states. It is precisely m$ &$&$ because Russia and the nmghlwjn^ through this period that we reqw$ & efese on the right of n'ajtions to self delimitation.
